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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1 - 20 are pending in this application. 



2. 



Claims 1-2, 7-10, and 14-20 currently amended. 



Claim Objections 



3. The amendment presented on 18 December 2007 providing change to claims 2, 
10, 15, and 17 is noted and all corresponding objections to the claims are hereby 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 6, 7, 14, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Zellner et al (Pre-Grant Publication No: US 2005/0149437 A1) 
hereinafter Zellner, in view of Carolan et al (Pre-Grant Publication No. US 
2004/0133440 A1, as presented in applicant's IDS dated 01/10/2008), hereinafter 



Carolan. 
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6. With respect to claim 1 , Zellner discloses a system for monitoring guests in a 
network community ([0012], lines 15-20, where the secondary user represents the guest 
user), comprising: an account database maintaining a plurality of resident accounts for a 
plurality of resident users of the network community the and at least one guest account 
of at least one guest of a respective resident user ([001 2], lines 1 2-20, resident user is 
represented by the primary user); and an account server accessing the at least one 
guest account to determine a status of the at least one guest account and updating a 
respective resident account with the status of the at least one guest account ([0022], 
lines 33-36 and 44-51 ; [0004], lines 4-9, the notification methods mentioned in Zellner 
update the status of a primary account with that of the secondary), wherein: the 
respective resident account contains guest account information for the at least one 
guest sponsored by the respective resident user, the guest account information being 
added to the respective resident account upon creation of the at least one guest 
account ([001 1], lines 5-8 and 15-18); and the account server updates the status of the 
at least one guest account sponsored by the respective resident user in the respective 
resident account ([0022], lines 33-36 and 44-51; [0004], lines 4-9, the notification 
methods mentioned in Zellner update the status of a primary account with that of the 
secondary). 

However, Zellner doesn't teach wherein a user of the at least one guest account 
maintains administrative control over the at least one guest account. On the other 
hand, Carolan does teach wherein a user of the at least one guest account maintains 
administrative control over the at least one guest account (0035, lines 14-15, where the 
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limited member is the guest; 0045, 11-13, where inviting others to join a community is 
administrative control). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Zellner, to allow guest users to 
maintain administrative control, as taught by Carolan, in order to have a more dynamic 
system that can be easily changed without requiring the bottleneck of having a set 
administrator perform all of the control functions; thus, improving the efficiency of the 
overall system. 

7. As for claim 6, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 1 above. In addition, 
Zellner discloses wherein the status of the at least one guest account is updated in the 
respective resident account after the status of the at least one guest account has 
changed ([0022], lines 33-36 and 44-51; [0004], lines 4-9, the notification methods 
mentioned in Zellner update the status of a primary account with that of the secondary). 

8. As for claim 7, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 1 above. In addition, 
Zellner discloses wherein a provider of the network community offers a network service 
to members of the network community, the members comprising resident users and 
guest users ([0012], lines 12-20; [0015], lines 8-10). 

9. With respect to claim 1 4, Zellner discloses a method for monitoring guest users 
of a network community ([0012], lines 15-20, the guest user is represented by the 
secondary user), comprising: maintaining a plurality of resident accounts for a plurality 
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of resident users of the network community and at least one guest account of at least 
one guest of a respective resident user ([0012], lines 15-20, resident user is 
represented by the primary user); accessing the at least one guest account to determine 
a status of the at least one guest account ([0012], lines 12-20); and updating a 
respective resident account with the status of the at least one guest account ([0022], 
lines 33-36 and 44-51; [0004], lines 4-9, the notification methods mentioned in Zellner 
update the status of a primary account with that of the secondary), but Zellner doesn't 
teach wherein a user of the at least one guest account maintains administrative control 
over the at least one guest account. 

However, Carolan does teach wherein a user of the at least one guest account 
maintains administrative control over the at least one guest account (0035, lines 14-15, 
where the limited member is the guest; 0045, 11-13, where inviting others to join a 
community is administrative control). It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Zellner, to 
allow guest users to maintain administrative control, as taught by Carolan, in order to 
have a more dynamic system that can be easily changed without requiring the 
bottleneck of having a set administrator perform all of the control functions; thus, 
improving the efficiency of the overall system. 

10. As for claim 18, is rejected on the same basis as claim 14 above. In addition, 
Zellner discloses providing a network service to members of the network community, 
the members comprising resident users and guest users ([0012], lines 15-20). 
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11. Claims 8-9, 16-17, and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Zellner in view of Carolan, as applied to claims 1 and 14 above, 
and in further view of Szeto et al (Pre-Grant Publication No US 2003/0140103 A1) 
hereinafter Szeto. 

12. As for claim 8, the combination of Zellner and Carolan does not teach wherein: 
the network community comprises an instant messaging community; and a contact list 
of the respective resident user is updated with contact information of a user, after a 
guest invitation is sent from the respective resident user to the user, wherein: the 
contact information of the user is further updated if the user accepts the guest invitation; 
the contact information of the user is removed from the contact list if the user declines 
the guest invitation. However, Szeto does teach wherein: the network community 
comprises an instant messaging community; and a contact list of the respective resident 
user is updated with contact information of a user (Abstract), after a guest invitation is 
sent from the respective resident user to the user, wherein: the contact information of 
the user is further updated if the user accepts the guest invitation; the contact 
information of the user is removed from the contact list if the user declines the guest 
invitation ([0028], lines 4-1 1 , it is obvious that the status of the account will update once 
a connection is made or broken) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the combination of Zellner and Carolan to adapt the status of 
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a user attempting to connect to another, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and 
efficiently maintain a standard instant messaging system. 



1 3. As for claim 9, the combination of Zellner and Carolan does not teach a presence 
server maintaining presence information of members of the network community, 
wherein the presence server determines the presence information of the at least one 
guest user from the status of the at least one guest account of the at least one guest 
user, wherein the presence information includes a particular presence state that 
indicates that the at least one guest account has not been activated. However, Szeto 
teaches a presence server maintaining presence information of members of the network 
community ([0048], lines 25-29), wherein the presence server determines the presence 
information of the at least one guest from the status of the at least one guest account of 
the at least one guest, wherein the presence information includes a particular presence 
state that indicates that the at least one guest account has not been activated ([0048], 
lines 35-43). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the combination of Zellner and Carolan to utilize a 
presence server, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and efficiently maintain a 
standard instant messaging system. 



14. As for claim 1 6, the combination of Zellner and Carolan does not teach updating 
the status of the at least one guest account in the respective resident account if a user 
has accepted a guest invitation from the respective resident user of the respective 



Application/Control Number: 10/820,422 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2100 

resident account; and updating the status of the at least one guest account in the 
respective resident account if the user has declined the guest invitation from the 
respective resident user. However, Szeto teaches updating the status of the at least 
one guest account in the respective resident account if a user has accepted a guest 
invitation from the respective resident user of the respective resident account; and 
updating the status of the at least one guest account in the respective resident account 
if the user has declined the guest invitation from the respective resident user ([0048], 
lines 35-43 and [0028], lines 4-1 1 , it is obvious that the status of the account will update 
once a connection is made or broken). It would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the combination of Zellner 
and Carolan to adapt the status of a user attempting to connect to another, as taught by 
Szeto, in order to accurately and efficiently maintain a standard instant messaging 
system. 

1 5. As for claim 1 7, the combination of Zellner and Carolan does not teach defining 
different representations for the status of the at least one guest account; updating the 
status of the at least one guest account to a first representation if a user has accepted 
the guest invitation from the respective resident user and the respective resident user 
does not have a vacant guest slot available for the user; and updating the status 
information of the at least one guest account to a second representation if the user has 
accepted a guest invitation from the respective resident user and the user has 
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successfully completed a procedure for setting-up the at least one guest account of the 
user. 

However, Szeto does teach defining different representations for the status of the 
at least one guest account ([0048], lines 35-43); updating the status of the at least one 
guest account to a first representation ([0048], lines 35-43) if a user has accepted the 
guest invitation from the respective resident user and the respective resident user does 
not have a vacant guest slot available for the user (it is obvious that a status change will 
occur if the guest user is denied access); and updating the status information of the at 
least one guest account to a second representation if the user has accepted a guest 
invitation from the respective resident user and the user has successfully completed a 
procedure for setting-up the at least guest account of the user ([0028], lines 4-1 1 , it is 
obvious that the status of the account will update once a connection is made or broken). 
It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Zellner and Carolan to adapt the status of a user 
attempting to connect to another, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and 
efficiently maintain a standard instant messaging system. 

16. As for claim 1 9, the combination of Zellner and Carolan doesn't teach sending a 
guest invitation to a user from the respective resident user; updating a contact list of the 
respective resident user with contact information of the user after the guest invitation is 
sent from the respective resident user to the user; updating the contact information of 
the user with additional information provided by the user if the user accepts the guest 
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invitation; and removing the contact information of the user from the contact list if the 
user declines the guest invitation. 

However, Szeto teaches sending a guest invitation to a user from the respective 
resident user (claim 9, line 1 ); updating a contact list of the respective resident user with 
contact information of the user after the guest invitation is sent from the respective 
resident user to the user ([0048], lines 35-43); updating the contact information of the 
user with additional information provided by the user if the user accepts the guest 
invitation; and removing the contact information of the user from the contact list if the 
user declines the guest invitation ([0028], lines 4-1 1 , it is obvious that the status of the 
account will update once a connection is made or broken). It would have been obvious 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
combination of Zellner and Carolan to adapt the status of a user attempting to connect 
to another, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and efficiently maintain a standard 
instant messaging system. 

1 7. As for claim 20, the combination of Zellner and Carolan doesn't teach 
maintaining presence information on members of the network community, and 
determining presence information of the at least one guest based upon the status 
information in the guest account of the at least one guest. However, Szeto teaches 
maintaining presence information on members of the network community ([0048], lines 
25-29), and determining presence information of the at least one guest based upon the 
status information in the guest account of the at least one guest ([0048], lines 35-43) It 
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would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Zellner and Carolan to adapt the status of a user 
attempting to connect to another, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and 
efficiently maintain a standard instant messaging system. 

18. Claims 2-3 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Zellner in view of Carolan, as applied to claims 1 and 14 above, 
and in further view of Keohane et al (Pre-Grant Publication No US 2005/0216842 
A1) hereinafter Keo. 

1 9. As for claim 2, the combination of Zellner and Carolan doesn't teach wherein the 
guest account information includes a date upon which a guest invitation was sent to a 
respective guest and an end-date upon which the at least one guest account is 
scheduled to end. However, Keo teaches wherein the guest account information 
includes a date upon which a guest invitation was sent to the respective guest and an 
end-date upon which the at least one guest account is scheduled to end ([0025], lines 1- 
6 and [0026], lines 1-5). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify the combination of Zellner and Carolan in 
order to mark the pertinent dates of an invitation, as taught by Keo. Doing so increases 
the efficiency of the system by not having to keep side notes or reminders. 
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20. As for claim 3, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 2 above. In addition, Keo 
teaches wherein the guest account information in the respective resident account is 
updated to include a modification made to the end-date ([0025], lines 1-6 and [0026], 
lines 1-5). 

21 . As for claim 1 5, the combination of Zellner and Carolan teaches creating the at 
least one guest account (Abstract); adding guest information regarding the at least one 
guest account ([0012], lines 12-20) to the respective resident account upon the creation 
of the at least one guest account, wherein the guest information includes identifying 
information of the at least one guest account ([0012], lines 12-20; [0015], lines 8-10; 
Abstract), wherein the modification is initiated by one of a group comprising the at least 
one guest associated with the at least one guest account and the respective resident 
user sponsoring the at least one guest account ([0004], lines 3-6). However, Zellner 
doesn't teach wherein the guest information further includes an end-date upon which 
the at least one guest account is scheduled to end; updating the guest information to 
incorporate a modification made to the end-date. On the other hand, Keo does teach 
such a system ([0025], lines 1-6 and [0026], lines 1-5). It would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
combination of Zellner and Carolan in order to mark the pertinent dates of an invitation, 
as taught by Keo. Doing so increases the efficiency of the system by not having to keep 
side notes or reminders. 
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22. Claims 4-5 and 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Zellner in view of Carolan, in view of Keo, and in further view of 
Szeto. 

23. As for claim 4, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 2. The combination of 
Zellner, Carolan and Keo, however, does not teach wherein: the guest invitation is an 
email. On the other hand, Szeto does teach such a system ([0008] lines 4-9 and [0028] 
lines 4-1 1 and [0015] lines 1-4, where the last reference shows that communication via 
email is part of the system). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the combination of Zellner, Carolan 
and Keo to utilize email invitations, as taught by Szeto, for email was a standard line of 
communication. 

24. As for claim 5, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 2. The combination of 
Zellner, Carolan and Keo, however, does not teach wherein the guest invitation is an 
instant message. On the other hand, Szeto does teach such a system ([0008] lines 4-9 
and [0028] lines 4-11). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify the combination of Zellner, Carolan and 
Keo to utilize instant messaging invitations, as taught by Szeto, for instant messaging 
was in common use at the time of the invention. 
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25. With respect to claim 10, Zellner teaches a system for monitoring guest users of 
a network community ([0012], lines 15-20, where the secondary user represents the 
guest user), comprising: means for storing a plurality of resident accounts for a plurality 
of resident users of the network community and at least one guest account of at least 
one guest of a respective resident user ([0012], lines 12-20, where the primary user 
represent the resident user); means for accessing the at least one guest account to 
determine a status of the at least one guest account; means for updating a respective 
resident account with the status of the at least one guest account ([0022], lines 33-36 
and 44-51 ; [0004], lines 4-9, the notification methods mentioned in Zellner update the 
status of a primary account with that of the secondary); means for generating the at 
least one guest account (it is implicit that if secondary account is setup through a 
primary account then it must at least be generated); and means for adding account 
information concerning the at least one guest account to the respective resident account 
upon the generation of the at least one guest account ([001 1 ], lines 5-8 and 1 5-1 8), 

However, Zellner doesn't teach wherein a user of the at least one guest account 
maintains administrative control over the at least one guest account. On the other 
hand, Carolan does teach wherein a user of the at least one guest account maintains 
administrative control over the at least one guest account (0035, lines 14-15, where the 
limited member is the guest; 0045, 11-13, where inviting others to join a community is 
administrative control). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Zellner, to allow guest users to 
maintain administrative control, as taught by Carolan, in order to have a more dynamic 
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system that can be easily changed without requiring the bottleneck of having a set 
administrator perform all of the control functions; thus, improving the efficiency of the 
overall system. 

However, the combination of Zellner and Carolan doesn't teach wherein the 
account information includes a date and an end-date upon which the at least one guest 
account is scheduled to end. 

However, Keo does teach such a system ([0025], lines 1-6 and [0026], lines 1-5). 
It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Zellner and Carolan in order to mark the pertinent 
dates of an invitation, as taught by Keo. Doing so increases the efficiency of the system 
by not having to keep side notes or reminders. 

However, the combination of Zellner, Carolan and Keo do not teach upon which 
a guest invitation was sent to a respective guest. However, Szeto does teach such a 
system ([0048], lines 35-43 and [0028], lines 4-1 1 ). It would have been obvious to 
modify the combination of Zellner, Carolan, and Keo in order to adapt the system to 
allow a guest user to be invited, as taught by Szeto. Doing so allows the system to 
function efficiently. 

26. As for claim 1 1 , it is rejected on the same basis as claim 1 0 above. In addition, 
Szeto teaches means for sending a guest invitation to a user from the respective 
resident user (claim 9, line 1); and means for updating a contact list of the respective 
resident user with contact information of the user after the guest invitation is sent from 
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the respective resident user to the user. ([0028], lines 4-1 1 , it is obvious that the status 
of the account will update once a connection is made or broken, further more, a contact 
list is a standard part of an instant messenger 

27. As for claim 12, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 10 above. In addition, 
Szeto teaches means for maintaining presence information of members of the network 
community ([0048], lines 23-24), wherein the presence information of the at least one 
guest is determined from the status of the at least guest account of the at least one 
guest ([0048], lines 23-24), wherein the presence information of the at least one guest is 
accessible by the respective resident user sponsoring the at least one guest ([0048], 
lines 35-43). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the combination of Zellner, Carolan, and Keo to 
utilize a presence server, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and efficiently 
maintain a standard instant messaging system. 

28. As for claim 13, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 10 above. In addition, 
Szeto teaches means for notifying the at least one guest of a current status of the at 
least one guest account of the at least one guest ([0048], lines 23-24); and means for 
notifying the respective resident user of the current status of the at least one guest 
account of the at least one guest sponsored by the respective resident user ([0048] 
lines 35-43). It would have been obvious to an ordinary person skilled in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the combination of Zellner, Carolan, and Keo in order to 
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alert respective users of the status of other users, as taught by Szeto. This practice 
was in common use in instant messenger systems at the time. 

Response to Arguments 

29. Applicant's arguments filed 02/25/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

30. With respect to claim 1 , applicant argued on page 9, that Zellner doesn't teach an 
account server accessing the at least one guest account to determine a status of the at 
least one guest account and updating a respective resident account with the status of 
the at least one guest account. However in section [0012], lines 12-20, Zellner 
describes the notification data of financial transactions being sent to the primary user's 
account, which is updating the primary user of the status of the secondary user (in this 
case, the status being what/where the secondary user is purchasing. Furthermore, with 
the notifications being transaction requests (explained in better detail in ([0012], lines 
44-51) the guest account becomes updated with the approval information that the 
primary user provides to the guest account holder. Also, applicant also argues that 
Zellner doesn't teach wherein: the respective resident account contains guest account 
information for the at least one guest sponsored by the respective resident user, the 
guest account information being added to the respective resident account upon creation 
of the at least one guest account. 
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However, by the very nature of a secondary (or guest) account, it is intrinsically 
linked to it's primary account from which it gathers its partial access and thus, the 
primary account is updated when the secondary account is created. Furthermore, upon 
viewing section [001 1], lines 5-8 and 15-18 the secondary (or guest) account is based 
off of associations implemented by the primary account, (i.e. the account maintains 
associative information). One can also see that the notifications that are sent from the 
guest to the primary require that the two accounts maintain there intrinsic linking. 
Therefore the applicant's arguments remain unpersuasive. 

31 . With respect to claim 1 0, applicant argued on page 1 3, lines 21-31 that Keohane 
fails to teach a means for adding account information concerning the at least one guest 
account to the respective resident account upon the generation of the at least one guest 
account, wherein the account information includes a date upon which a guest invitation 
was sent to a respective guest and an end-date upon which the at least one guest 
account is scheduled to end. However, in Keohane (0025, lines 1-6; 0026, lines 1-5), it 
is shown that "the electronic calendar system of the inviting user is then updated to 
reflect the acceptance of the invitees scheduled attendance." Likewise, the scheduled 
attendance includes both start and end dates and the electronic calendar of the user is 
part of the user's profile. 

32. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Conclusion 

33. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOSEPH L. GREENE whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-3730. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 
9:00 AM to 4:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JLG 



/John Follansbee/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2151 



